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judgments are a proof of the contention I have ventured to urge
that we need not be enamoured of British justice and that it, in its
essence, is no better than any other justice. We deceive ourselves
into a false belief when we think that British Courts are the palla- .
di'a of liberty. Justice in British Courts is an expensive luxury. It
is often "the longest purse that wins". It is the crucial moments
which provide the surest test. The judges' business is to rise superior
to their surroundings. The Punjab Tribunal, in my opinion, has
signally failed to do so, Mr. Winston Churchill at the time of the
education crusade permitted himself to admit that even the judges
were not free from political bias. It is possible, though highly im-
probable, in this case that the Privy Council will or can set the
matter right but if it does, what then? At what cost will it have
been done? How many tens of thousands feeling, and having
cause to feel> aggrieved by decisions of lower courts, can afford to go
to appellate courts and finally to the Privy Council ? It is much
to be wished that people would avoid litigation. "Agree with thine
adversary quickly" is the soundest legal maxim ever uttered. The
author knew what he was saying. But it will be asked, what when
we arc dragged, as we often are, to the courts? I would say; "Do
not defend." If you are in the wrong, you will deserve the sentence,
whatever it may be. If you are wrongly brought to the court and
yet penalised, let your innocence soothe you in your unmerited
suffering* Undefended, you will in every case suffer the least and,
what is more, you will have the satisfaction of sharing the fate of the
majority of your fellow-beings who cannot get themselves defended.
But I have digressed* I do not wish to inflict on the reader my
special views on law courts, though I hold them to be thoroughly
sound. This Lahore judgment shows clearly what our duty is as
to the Rowlatt Act and as to the sentences, The judgment is
designed to condemn the Rowlatt legislation agitation.
The opening paragraphs of the judgments set forth in some de-
tail the "public agitation against the Rowlatt Bills" which "begin
with a protest -meeting held at the Bradlaugh Hall on the 4th
of February, 1919**. They refer to my letter4 of the 1st March, in-
eluding the Satyagraha Vow, and bring up the events to the 15th
April, including the firing in Delhi, the disturbances at Amritsar,
and the meetings at the Badshahi Mosque and say*
Such arc the main facts and the prosecution sets out to combine and
connect thcie fact! with the accused in *uch a way as to show that there
wan a conspiracy to secure the repeal of the Rowlatt Act by criminal means.
to tlac Prcw on Satyagraha Pledge", 26-2-1919,